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FORUM WORLD  Fealures
appeared {o be just anather
news ageney service, supply-
ing to newspapers all over
the  globe  articles  ranging
{from fashion to politics, com-
petently  written, profession-

ally produced and aihﬂdwely'

;uxccd
But in reality its main pm

pose was different. Forum was

ut the propaganda ‘business.
An internal CILA menio (o the
then Dirvector” of Centrat
Imtelligener, Richard Helms,
nasted as puart of its progress
report: “In its  Brst fwo
yeuars Forum World Features
nad provided the US with a

sv;mu'rcﬁmt means to counier -

Commnnist  propagands and
C mist cangd !
has becrme 2 respected fea-
tures service well on the way
to o position of prestige in

o
the journalism werld.” .

It was the publication of’

Ut memorandn  (with s
hand-weiilen nole “run with
dhe knowledpe and coopera-

tion of Britist: Intellipence ™) .

which led to the hurried clos-
urz -of the agency. But the

pubiicity at the time concen- -
news .

frated -solely on. the
apency side of Forum-~—und
dts other, long-term upezdtxon
went wnnoticed.

Thiz second operation was
to commission, promate and

wrganise  the publication of
hnoks by authors of whom

Eorim World = Featurers

£FWE) approvaed. Because of -

tha eovert nature of the oper-
ation, the publishers would
be completely unawsre of the
CIA connection. The publi-
zatiorr 'went far beyond Bri-

H IEditions were printed in
Spuaish and in Japanese 1o
proside an international

neinnrk of soft propazanda.
‘the ownar of FWF i Pri-
Zain and in the United States
5 Kern House Enterprises,
+hich is registered in the US
state: of Delaware. nolorinus

“or its -easy company riles |

and already spollizbited a5 a
regutar haven {for CIA cover
empanies.  Qne  of " Kern
inuse's  directors,
Suene Gately, has since heen

-ssigned o Buangkok as CIA

dation ollicer. The accounts

“or FWF in 1972 noted that it |

he Kern House subsidy was
withdrawn “ it would <ermu*~ly
’hmag,e our hn,mcm) _viahi-
ity.” i :

Robert

AP

“The chairman of FWF and

Direclor of .the Institute for:

the -Study of. Conflict, which

acquired the library of FWI, -

waz Mr Brian Crozier,. who
had  preceded  Mro Robert
Moss, author of = “Chile's

“Marxist Lwelln\cnt" ‘at the"

~ Economist,

. Forum - starl.ed 1Ls : ope-
~rations-in the publishing field
in the 1960s, through an
carrangement  with the pub-

lishing house of Secker and

Warburg, The arrangement

- asted uniil 1969, when with.
published it
1he

three * books |
lapsed, mainly becaust,

The authors who
were to write -
the books weré
carefully. chosen .

books were riat Very Success-
ful. One by Sir Robert

ritla warfare and  counter-
insurgency cxpert, who is
also on the council of the
Association  for
sold

after

. National
Freedom,
Ceoples and

that both-

sides appeared to lose. inter- ... -

est.

But  in 1971  Torum,
through its managing direc-
tor, Mr JIain. Hamilton, and
Mrv Brian Crozer, who ran
the- agency on a day-to-day
basis, revigwed the operation
in-a big way. Negotiations

- warc started with the publish-.
ing compqny of
Charles, in Newion Abbot,
Devor, to publish more hooks
in the lapsed tille series
which had been started. with
Secker and. W:u-lmrg - lhe
“World realities™  series,
I.ike the Institute for the
Study . of - Conflict,
had grown out of Forum, tle
titie sounds authoritative and
disjpassionate, .

The authors who were to
write the hooks were care-

fully chosen,  Many, like
Robert  Moss, ‘who  was
commissioned. to write the

book on Chile, had already
got close links with Forum
either rong
D

. {ial audience.

Thompson, the -noted guer- .

only 1800 -

David and

which

L Sorkly ﬁomfsm e

ag'cncy side, 01 thzough con—'

. tributing tn writing  in

. " Conllick btudms ” put out

by the Institute for the Study
of Conflict at £3 cach
more irifermed

The ~ arrangemenft ~.even- -
tually agreed hetween David
“and Charles and F'WT in Feb-
ruary, 1972, meant that the
.publishing company in effect

acted only as printers and - |
distributors. For the pub--
lishers the- financial risks

were minimal, Forum saw to
the sclection of authors, the

commissioning of the -actual -

books and then sent a synop;
sis to the publishers. David

_ and Charles would then de-

cide whether the title would

“sell or not. If they agreed to

ene; Forum then

publish
all the. . negotidtions .

handled

with the author and oversaw |
the hook right d_own io the |

finished draft.

In an extraordinary pmw
dure for the publishing world
Forum, which was acting as
htexary agent, then }nred,ltw

own literary agent, David -
Highawy  Associates, them.
selves  innocent of the -

motives of FWI, to act for it

in negotiations with the pub--

lishers.
Forum in fact took all the
cominercial  risk, It - han-
“.dled  the payments af

advances Lo authors and their-
payment from beginning to
end. For its part il re-
ceived fromr the publishers -
nothing except the authors

. royalties — the normatl 10 per -

cent on home sales and 7%
per cent on overseas sales.
When the amount which had
to he paid to David Iigham
Associates  was . deducted

L Forum would then be faced

with either making some pro-
fit out of taking a share of
the royalties, or altﬂm:'hvely
conducting the whulo exercise
at a loss,

But—as was to happen, un- :
~known to them, on Mr Moss's

bovk~—there whs occasionally

© the prospect of makihg consi-

derably more money than
there would he thiough the

normal small print, by obtain- .

ing a large special order from

~an interested party. .

On a book Forum intended
to have uhlished on I'mw:m

v for a |
and influen- .

. menl was in power, It woul

“~having already coniritimfed tu

© subditied

*- committee hearings -

Bia-0 &%ROO%&&‘&

25¥1

enfercd .into . negotiations
“with the Tatwane government
before a synopsis was even

~written.  The arcangeaent:
was that the Gove utment
because of  what FWi's

- managing director described
ias the “objective ™ nature of |
“the work, would wish to pur
_chase a considerabie guantity,
“'The Government decision was |
. to be based on their appmval
- of the typeseript. -

This kind of arran: x'nr-nt
‘was not foreseen whan the
Chile book was first commis.
sioned. The idea of a book pw's
~'Chi1e» was first mooied by,
“Forum in 1971 at -a  time
when the Allende’ govem-

not have been a likely clicuit.” E
After- the hook had beend
_mooted it was decided to
“change the author to Robert
Moss. Moss was no mnngu:
to Mr Crozier's oporations

publications put out by the
Institute for the Study of
~Conflict, As late as. 1974,
shortly hefore Forum's hur
ried closure, he was st writ-
ing:for the news ageney side,
Two arlicles he wrote in that
year both carried his hydine,

One, entitled “ Brussels ks
.centre. of subversion” dev
seribed ~him  as  ** Brussels
FPWFEF correspandent,” It was
o Widespread re-
o eruifing by I'rotﬁ-kyxte 4th In-

s

-

Thﬂ male of the (’L\"
operation was revealed
‘in the Church

3 g
N

“ternational”™ The  second,’
again paming Moss as "F&TF
“Correspondent” was  an!
exclusive - interview  with
Enoch Powell. By 1974 e
had also wrilten five ISC,
“*“ Conflick Studies,” two on
Chile, twa on Uruguay, and
one, co-avthovred with
Foruw's munaging dircctnr.
Tain Hamilton, on Ireland -~
Nor was he, by the time of
- the Allende government's fall
in Scptc\mbm 1973 and the

STAT

eventual: d)ub]tcatmn of his
AEOrwards, any

oYy




